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country the facts find their way into newspapers
abroad; and in Paris, if not in London, the asser-
tion may quite possibly fly "from one foul lip to
another " that when a minister states that he has no
shares in the Marconi Company he merely means the
English and not the American Company!

4. It is of course in some cases to the interest of
the State that it should secretly encourage mob
violence; but in England it cannot afford to run
any serious risk of detection.

A certain collusion between the State and the mob
was freely suggested at the time of the Women's
Suffrage riots ; but I do not remember any very
convincing evidence of this. In any case it is
sufficient to show that the danger exists. It is of
course very easy for the State to take the negative
and unobtrusive line that is required by the passive
party to a collusive agreement.

Generally speaking, there can be no doubt that
liberty of discussion has attained a high level in
Europe, and certainly a much higher level than in
other continents. It is sometimes asserted that
there is more freedom of discussion in the United
States than in this country; but the recent trial of
Mr and Mrs Sanger in New York City for diffusing
Malthusian knowledge among the poor certainly
shows an intolerance which does not exist in this
country, although no doubt the trial has done much
to change opinion on this point. The high level
reached in Europe is due to the international cosmo-
politanism of modern Europe and also to the strong
blast of anti-clericalism that prevailed during the
nineteenth century in Europe, if not so much in